






From:  "Ecker, Bonnie J NWS" 
<Bonnie.J.Ecker@NWS02.usace.army.mil> 

To: 'Teresa Trujillo' <Teresa.Trujillo@Seattle.Gov> 
Date:  4/29/04 9:14AM 
Subject:  RE: Seattle and Waterfronts: Ray Gastil Lecture! 
 
Hi Teresa, 
 
Just want to make a comment here...it's nice to have such 
speakers come and talk to citizens and planners of Seattle, but 
we're past that stage now for listening to people with ideas for 
a waterfront. Such speakers should have been here and done with 
before the February two-day charrette. I suspect that with all 
the work the 22 teams did for designing the waterfront, that 
those ideas would be considered. Who then is benefiting from 
speakers coming to Seattle now? If someone is, then the two-day 
workshop was for not, in my opinion. 
 
Bonnie Ecker 
 
 
  



>>> "Claudia Hirschey" <Clsc@deainc.com> 04/07/04 09:46PM >>> 
Dear Ms. Trujillo,  
 
I have just returned from the Waterfront Charrette presentations/event 
and would like to present some observations as the City of Seattle 
continues with the waterfront planning process.  The designs were almost 
all seriously lacking in any consideration of jobs and the economy.  
Every design eliminates Terminal 46, a site with 3,000 family wage jobs. 
 The  multiplier effect of these jobs is county-wide.  Replacement land 
use  proposed for T46 replaces well paying jobs with low paying jobs.  
In addition, cargo forecasts for the next 50 years will mean that the 
Port of Seattle will see an increase in trade and shipping over the long 
term.   
 
I really appreciate that the Mayor wants to join the city and its 
waterfront.  However, I fail to understand why we cannot bring Seattle 
closer to its working water front as well.  We should show pride of the 
labor on the waterfront and their role in the community, especially 
their economic imact to the community.  I'm dissapointed that so many 
planners and architects have such a poor understanding of our society's 
needs.  There are plenty of redevelopment oppotunities elsewhere for 
condos and parks.   
 
I would suggest next time that the teams be provided with more 
information, before engaging in such an intensive charette.  Information 
such as: this is one of the few deep water ports in the world.  
Information such as: salmon like to swim up stream to spawn, and don't 
need a fish spiral for a toy.  Why would be build a floating wetlands 
over deep water?   
 
The event was enjoyable, and the energy being expended in this effort 
is remarkable.  Let's try and make sure that the future planning efforts 
are well grounded, based on good information. And lets try and respect 
the value of good jobs in our community, and those that hold these jobs. 
  
 
Claudia Hirschey 
12527 SE 72nd Street 
Newcastle, WA 98056 
425-519-6556 

 





















From:  "McMuldroch, Christopher G" 
<christopher.g.mcmuldroch@boeing.com> 
To: <waterfrontplan@seattle.gov> 
Date:  4/6/04 8:47PM 
Subject:  Viaduct replacement - bridge over Elliott Bay 
 
Dear Waterfront City Planners, 
 
I just read in the Seattle Times that a design forum for replacing the viaduct 
was held.  That reminded me that in the Times a few months ago I read an 
article about replacing the Viaduct with a bridge out over Elliott Bay.  This 
would dramatically change the outlook from Seattle, but maybe the change would 
have it's own delights! 
 
From a construction and transition point of view it could be built for the 
most part without disturbing existing Viaduct traffic until the final 
connections were made.  The existing viaduct could be removed afterwards, and 
the existing utilities would not need to be relocated under Alaskan Way.  It 
seems like it might be a lot less expensive than rebuilding the seawall, 
moving the utilities under Alaskan Way, and then building a tunnel. 
 
The piers for the bridge could encompass new assets for the city for example: 
 Cruise ship terminal space, restaurants, open space and public walkways.  A  
new inner harbor would be created, that could rival Victoria's inner harbor, 
or Vancouver's Granville Island / False Creek for on the water and water side 
activities.  The Coleman dock could be retained or moved out to one of the 
bridge piers (better line-up parking?).  Seattle would gain more shoreline, 
and a more protected inner harbor. 
 
The view could be interesting too:  a classic suspension bridge like the 
Golden Gate, or perhaps a unique "Seattle" signature design could frame the 
outlook on the Olympics. 
 
I understand the bridge concept was discarded, I'd like to understand the 
problems that were foreseen for a bridge.   Are there environmental reasons 
such as fish, or water quality? Is the water so deep as to difficult 
construction issues?  Or is the change in the view the main reason for not 
even considering a bridge? 
 
Best regards, 
Chris McMuldroch 
10551 - 14th NW Seattle WA 98177 
mcmuldroch@comcast.net 
 
 





























From:  "JOHN" <worthingtonjw2u@hotmail.com> 
To: <waterfrontplan@seattle.gov> 
Date:  4/19/04 10:13AM 
Subject:  PACIFIC CENTER 
 
The 22 plans were good. 
The beach plans all seemed small,and would be filled up 
too quickly . 
 THE PLANS  Need more beach front. 
No HOUSING PROJECTS,or communities 
 Large Usable public spaces 
The ferry dumps traffic into the projected USE areas. 
The ferry terminal should be moved to west seattle 
Harbor Island should be moved. the view is in the way of the 
central waterfront plan. 
THE SHIPPING CARGO TERMINAL SHOULD BE MOVED 
Harbor Island is an eyesore to the plan. 
Broaden the scope of the beach front Idea. 
Unchain,and unshackle the waterfront plan. 
Be bold. 
THE SECOND WATERFRONT AMUSEMENT PARK ON THE WEST COAST,THAT IS BOLD 
Thank you JOHN WORTHINGTON  



From:  "john worthington" <worthingtonjw2u@hotmail.com> 
To: <Teresa.Trujillo@Seattle.Gov> 
Date:  4/28/04 10:39AM 
Subject:  RE: Fwd: Seattle and Waterfronts: Ray Gastil 
Lecture!puget centre 
 
Hello and thank you, 
 
I have recieved a nearly unanimous response to the amusement  
park, boardwalk, and huge beach idea. 
 
any name you give it, 
 
PUGET CENTRE 
PACIFIC CENTRE 
WHATEVER, 
As ;long as there is a waterfront Amusement park, with a big 
beach area for miles, and a long boardwalk from 
 
Anyone that you have draw it, it doesn't matter 
 
Miles long beaches, miles long boardwalk, amusement, hotels, 
amusement hotels. 
 
From the matson pier to the new lower pike place, BIG,HUGE 
beaches, big amusement, and a big boardwalk Not a secondary 
feature but ONE OF THREE MAIN focal points that will provide more 
maximum attendance capacity than  the current 22 ideas. These 22 
Ideas Provide much needed input for the smaller fill in sections 
of puget Centre. Suggestions that will ensure a cultural 
uniquness. 
 
However the Meat and Potatoes In my book for the waterfront would 
be the AMUSEMENT,BEACH AND BOARDWALK SECTIONS. 
 
The harbor "theme hotel Island" is popular AND People I have 
spoken to think the teasure Island hotel is a perfect match for 
harbor island. 
 
 
 








